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sciousness so far as their matter is concerned. The spatio-
temporal form is contributed by our sensibility, but the
empirical sensa of colour, hardness, &c. (the secondary
qualities, in fact), are generated by physical stimuli.
2. He also held that causation was a relation valid only of
objects as spatio-temporal, that is, of phenomena. Hence
it seems clear that both the self affected and the objects
affecting it (in i) must be phenomena.

But 3. Phenomena are themselves in the last resort only repre-
sentations. They seem to have no existence save as the result
of a synthetic operation performed by the self on a given
manifold of sense.

Hence it would appear that for Kant there must be perception
(to give material for synthesis) before there can be perception
(caused by synthesized objects). In other words, something must
happen before it happens, which is certainly rather peculiar.

A suggested solution1 is that Kant must be supposing a kind of
' double affection' of the self. The account would then run:

(a)  The non-empirical object 'affects1 the non-empirical self.
This relation of affecting must itself be conceived as non-
empirical, and the employment of any term in ordinary use
to describe it is therefore misleading.

(b)  The non-empirical self performs the synthetic activity which
transforms the result of this 'affection* into the complex of
empirical self and empirical object.

(c)   The empirical object causes empirical sensa in the empirical
self. Thus                 ~

Although this view is clumsy and still seems to involve something
happening before it happens (though less blatantly than the
account which it claims to supersede), it is not far from being
correct.
It can, however, be better stated if Kant's general doctrine of
representation and of the distinction between things in themselves
and phenomena as one of viewpoint only is borne in mind through-
out. * Representing', as we have seen, is conceived by Kant as the
fundamental intellectual activity of the self. It covers all forms
1 For a fuller discussion of this problem see Adickes, Kant's Lekre von der
doppelten Affektion unseres Ich, 1929.